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Kemosh-mlk. I have exceeded the reasonable limits of this notice, but 
the book seemed to deserve serious examination, and I have given it. I 
hope it may reach a second edition, and receive a rigorous revision to 
make it still more deserving of confidence. 

Robert W. Rogers. 

he Travail dans la Grece Ancienne: Histoire Economique de la Grece 
depuis la Periode Homerique jusqu'a la Conquete Romaine. 
Par Gustave Glotz, Professeur d'Histoire Grecque a la Faculte 
des Lettres de Paris. (Paris: Felix Alcan. 1920. Pp. 468. 
12 fr.) 

This is one of a projected twelve-volume series under the general 
editorship of Georges Renard of the College de France, which has set 
itself the ambitious task of presenting in fairly connected form a uni- 
versal history of labor. Six of the volumes are already in print. The 
work assigned to Professor Glotz on Greek labor has been broadly 
conceived by him, and its result is much better expressed in his subtitle, 
"Economic History of Greece", than by the word "labor". This 
breadth of treatment is fortunate. Through it, all phases of Greek 
economic development, the professions, fishing industry, agriculture, free 
labor both skilled and unskilled, slave labor, manufacturing, the growth 
of state monopolies, transportation and marketing, tools and technical 
methods, appear in synthetic treatment in their essential interdependence. 
The entire economic sequence is well developed upon the background of 
the changing political conditions of the Greek world, in part motivating 
these political changes, less markedly reacted upon or determined by 
them. 

The book is exceedingly well done, both in organization of material 
and in the charm and clarity of its style. Although planned, as the 
entire series seems to be, to appeal to the intelligent reading public of 
France, the work of Glotz will be used by professional scholars with 
gratitude to its author for filling a marked gap in their literature. It 
is because of the entirely scholarly character of the work that the con- 
sistent omission of all references to the ancient sources will be felt as 
an irritation by the academic clientele which should, and necessarily 
will, use it. The conclusions as well as the facts are certainly based 
upon Glotz's own knowledge of the widely scattered original material, 
except in the Hellenistic period, where he depends upon the best second- 
ary sources, Bouche-Leclercq, Wilcken, Preisigke, and others. The text 
is full of source-quotations which one should not be forced to look up 
by laborious thumbing. 

The progress of Greek economic development is presented in four 
periods : the Homeric, archaic, Athenian, and Hellenistic. This division 
is justified by the author as corresponding to the increasing quantity 
and changing character of the sources available in these periods. The 
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term "archaic ", generally accepted in the study of Greek sculpture, is 
badly chosen to designate the period of Greek colonization and trade 
expansion. 

Glotz's analysis of the principles of work required in the economic 
field of ancient history is altogether admirable. The rigorous discipline 
against self-deception which he demands, against rationalizing from 
insufficient or inconclusive evidence, is the only method by which a 
sound knowledge of ancient economics can ever be reconstructed. 

The absence from the bibliography of a number of fundamental 
books and articles shows that the secondary material upon the subject 
has not been entirely covered. The prevailing European attitude of 
neglect of American scholarship perhaps explains the omission of Fergu- 
son's Hellenistic Athens, though Trever's dissertation upon Greek eco- 
nomic thought was used. Rostovtsev's article Frumentum in Pauly- 
Wissowa, and Weber's " Agrargeschichte " in the Handworterbuch der 
Staatswissenschaften, as well as Reil's excellent dissertation on the 
trades in Hellenistic Egypt (Beitrage sur Kenntniss des Gewerbes in 
Hellenistischem Aegypten, Leipzig, 1913), might all have been used 
with profit by Glotz. 

In his conclusion Glotz attempts to establish an inherent difference 
between ancient and modern economic and social conditions, based upon 
the ancient system of "manufacturing" with slave labor, as against the 
modern machine-factory system, which is not reconcilable with the sys- 
tem of slavery. This distinction, the fundamental character of which 
is certainly questionable, aligns Glotz against the views of Eduard 
Meyer as expressed in his Wirtschaftliche Entwickelung des Altertums 
and his Sklaverei im Altertum. 

I believe that Meyer's view is the sound one. Whatever be one's 
decision upon this point, Glotz certainly misunderstands or misrepresents 
Meyer's attitude when he classes him with Pohlmann and his Communis- 
mus und Socialismtus, and accuses them equally of establishing a Greek 
" proletariat ", consciously voicing the demands of modern socialism 
(p. .456). There is no real foundation for such a criticism of Meyer, 
either in the two great monographs mentioned above, to which Glotz 
and all the rest of us are greatly indebted, or in his synthetic history. 
For Meyer's attitude toward Pohlmann's work see his Geschichte des 
Altertums, V. 283 : " in the title itself [Pohlmann] gives expression to 
an historical point of view which I do not regard as applicable." After 
all, the war is over, and Meyer remains the greatest figure of his time 
in ancient historiography. The omission of his Geschichte des Alter- 
tums from Glotz's bibliography is, therefore, a strange one. 

W. L. Westermann. 



